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O This application has been examined ^^Ftesponsiv© to communication filed on 2. fl^)ft\ J^Thilaction is made final. 

A shortened statutory period lor response to this action is set tc expire month(s), -^aysjrom the date of this letter. 

Failure to respond within the period for response will cause the application to become abandoned. 35 U.S.C. 133 

Part I THE FOLLOWING ATTACHM ENT(S) ARE PART OF THIS ACTION: 

1. □ Notice of References Cited by Examiner, PTO-892. 2. □ Notice re Patent Drawing, PTO-948. 

3. □ Notice of Art Cited by Applicant, PTO-1 449. 4. □ Notice of Informal Patent Application, Form PTO-1 52 

5. LJ information on How to Effect Drawing Changes, PTO-1 474. 6. □ 



Part II SUMMARY OF ACTION 

. _ are pending in the application. 

Of the above^aims ar9 withdfawn from consld9ratjon _ 



ci^ S _ L, Vlfj .t,n. iy.a 




\<h ; have been canned. 

L^t efe allowed. 



I Claims , 
6. CI Claim s_ 



I, fe-g; <> loj ir. \k ; lt, i T) nr?*^ ^ gr^ W"^ 

. are objected to. 



. are subject to restriction or election requirement. 



7. □ This application has been filed with informal drawin 8 s under 37 C.F.R. 1.85 which are acceptable for examination purposes. 

8. □ Formal drawings are required in response to this Office action. 

9. □ The conected or substitute drawings have been received on Undar 37 r F R 1 «u *„.» 

are □ acceptable; O not acceptable (see explanation or Notice re Paten. Drawing, PTO-948). ' C.F.R. 1.84 these drawings 

'/^aXr^.^^^ has^been^approvedb^e . 

11. □ The proposed drawing correction, filed. hasbeen Q Q disapproved (see explanafion). 

tt D ot:^rp^es' ^ or%und8r usc - ^ ^rgr^i^^ ■ D 

14. □ Other 
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Art Unit: 2817 

The disclosure is objected to because of the following informalities: In the replacement 
paragraphs to page 8, line 9 & page 8, line 11, note that ""3-3 A" & "5-5 A" should be rewritten 
as — 3 A 3 A— & — 5 a 5 A—, respectively. In the replacement paragraph to page 10, line 9, last two 
lines, note that "... sought to attach the waveguide to" should be rephrased for grammatical 
correctness. In the replacement paragraph to page 16, line 12, fourth line therein, note that 
"FIGS." should be correctly written as -FIG.-. Appropriate correction is required. 

The drawings are objected to because in Fig. 8C, reference label -188- still needs to be 
provided such as to be consistent with the Fig. 8C description at page 20, line 17 of the 
specification. Corrected drawing sheets are required in reply to the Office action to avoid 
abandonment of the application. Any amended replacement drawing sheet should include all of 
the figures appearing on the immediate prior version of the sheet, even if only one figure is being 
amended. The figure or figure number of an amended drawing should not be labeled as 
"amended." If a drawing figure is to be canceled, the appropriate figure must be removed from 
the replacement sheet, and where necessary, the remaining figures must be renumbered and 
appropriate changes made to the brief description of the several views of the drawings for 
consistency. Additional replacement sheets may be necessary to show the renumbering of the 
remaining figures. The replacement sheet(s) should be labeled "Replacement Sheet" in the page 
header (as per 37 CFR 1 .84(c)) so as not to obstruct any portion of the drawing figures. If the 
changes are not accepted by the examiner, the applicant will be notified and informed of any 
required corrective action in the next Office action. The objection to the drawings will not be 
held in abeyance 
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Claims 7, 8; 16; 23, 24 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
applicant regards as the invention. 

In claims 7, 16, 23, note that these claims improperly depend from canceled claims 2, 15, 
18, respectively. Clarification is needed. 

The following claim has been found objectionable for reasons set forth below: 

In claim 43, line 3, note that "formed" should be rewritten as -disposed- such as to be 
consistent with like changes made in other claims. 

.The text of those sections of Title 35, U.S. Code not included in this action can be found 
in a prior Office action. 

Claims 1, 3, 6-8; 9, 10, 13; 17, 19, 22-24; 25-27, 29-33, 35, 36; 37-40, 42-47, 49, 50; 51- 
53 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being clearly anticipated by Floyd, Jr (of record) for 
reasons of record. 

Claims 28; 41 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Floyd, Jr in 
view of Saad ('959), both of record for reasons of record. 

Applicant's arguments filed 2 April 2004 have been frilly considered but they are not 
persuasive. 

Applicants' have argued that Floyd, Jr fails to disclose "a plurality of different flange 
members or a clamping member that has a flange coupling interface configured to mate with any 
different standard flange interface". Moreover, it has been emphasized that the "single flange" is 
"chosen from a library of different flanges" and the single flange in Floyd, Jr fails to meet such a 
limitation. Furthermore, it has been argued that Floyd, Jr fail to disclose any "common internal 



Application/Control Number: 10/056,679 Page 4 

Art Unit: 2817 

mating configuration" since it only pertains to a single flange. Furthermore, with respect to the 
obviousness combination of Floyd, Jr and Saad, it has been argued that Saad does not make up 
for the deficiencies in Floyd, Jr. 

Contrary to applicants' assertion, it should be noted that Floyd, Jr does indeed meet the 
limitations recited in the above noted claims. It should be noted that, for example, claim 1 calls 
for "a (single) flange selected from a library of flanges . . .". Such a recitation has been construed 
by the examiner as being directed to the final product which includes "a single flange". The 
recitation "selected from a library of flanges" appears to be a method step (i.e. selecting) 
limitation which, as known to those of ordinary skill in the art, is not nominally given any 
patentable weight when evaluating a claim directed to a final product. In other words, if the final 
product, as claimed, is the same as that found in the prior art, then such claimed invention is 
deemed met by the prior art irrespective of the way (i.e. by a particular method or process) that a 
final product was manufactured . With respect to the "common internal mating configuration", 
such a configuration is present with respect to what ever flange is attached to the adapter. As 
pointed out above, it is again emphasized that in the final product, the flange, as disclosed in 
Floyd, Jr, is clearly shown as being capable of mating with the adapter, irrespective of how such 
a flange came to be a part of the final product disclosed in Floyd, Jr. Furthermore, it should be 
noted that, as described in the above rejection, the use of collar (30) and the threaded fasteners 
(40) in Floyd, Jr collectively functions as a clamping member. As for the rejection of Floyd, Jr 
and Saad, since applicants' have not presented any specific arguments as to why this 
combination is not proper, the examiner assumes that the patentability of the claims rejected 
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under this combination rejection will rise or fall with the patentability of the corresponding 
independent claim. 

Claim 16 would be allowable if rewritten or amended to overcome the rejection(s) under 
35 U.S.C. 1 12, second paragraph, set forth in this Office action. 

Claims 4, 5; 11, 12; 20, 21; 34; 48; 54, 55 are objected to as being dependent upon a 
rejected base claim, but would be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the 
limitations of the base claim and any intervening claims. 

Claim 14 is allowable over the prior art of record. 

.THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 .136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1. 136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the mailing 
date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication should be directed to Benny Lee at ^ 



telephone number 571 272 1764. 
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B. Lee 



